Broken Wire estimation

* Both estimations agree except for 12 cases
— > Mostly ambiguous cases (11 out of 12)
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>mOne case where the W|re broke halfway throug
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Interpoled Baseline

* |nstead of using the average (green) between
two cosmic runs, used a linear interpolation
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Baseline subtracted currents

* Asthe broken wire estimation and the interpoled baseline
currents are different, new baseline currents (left) are

slightly different from the old ones (right) :
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But both methods (old one in pink and new
one in black) are con5|stent with each other.
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Comparing HV and data-driven methods

 The HV method’s calculated efficiency considerably drops when the
luminosity gets higher when the data-driven method’s efficiency
stays relatively stable.

* |n most cases both method agree
on the group efficiency « order »
per panel (here, black is the

| closest group from the beam line

bomethed.nnl-|  gnd green is the furthest)

1 - 25 ||+ Butthere are 24/60 panels where
| e this isn’t the case.
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